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THE DIFFERENTIAL DIAGNOSIS OF
SMALL-POX AND CHICKEN-POX.

To the Editor of THE LANCET.

SIR,-While I am in agreement with Dr. Sidney F.
Fouracre’s observations in his letter in your issue of
Nov. 4th that there is value in the two signs of small-
pox mentioned-namely, the vomiting in the stage
of onset and the fall in the temperature on the
appearance of the rash-the purpose of my letter in
THE LANCET of Oct. 21st was to emphasise the four
points which in the actual revision of some 11,000 cases
had proved to be of the most practical value to me in
revising those cases.

It is true that vomiting is a point in favour of
small-pox, but small-pox occurs in this country in
persons who have not vomited. The main thing,
however, is that for one reason or another it is a

point not always easy to establish, and this remark
applies still more to the fall of the temperature at the
appearance of the rash. In the majority of the cases
which I have seen there has been no chance whatever
of establishing this point. On the other hand, the
four points I mentioned can almost always be estab-
lished-namely, whether there has or has not been
prostration, the relative density of the eruption, the
relative depth of the lesions, and whether and how
much the rash develops from day to day. These
points have not only the value of commonly being
available, but also of being among the most
cogent evidence of all. That is why I mentioned them
in my previous letter, and now again commend them
to my colleagues.

I am, Sir, yours faithfully,
London, S.E., Nov. 14th, 1922. W. McC. WANKLYN.

THE ACTION OF VACCINES.

To the Editor of THE LANCET. ,

SIR,-In THE LANCET of Oct. 14th I took exception
to Dr. Pratt-Johnson’s statement that my detoxication
process weakened the antigenic properties of vaccines ’,
at least one hundred times. Dr. Pratt-Johnson in his 
letter of Nov. 4th now admits that this is merely his
own opinion, and he does not give the scientific data I
(for which I asked) upon which he bases his belief. He
evades my question and seeks to defend himself by
asking a counter question-viz. :-

" Will Dr. Thomson state if he is able to furnish conclusive
data of animal protection experiments with vaccine before
and after treatment, in refutation of the statements that
his detoxication process enormously weakens the antigenic
value of vaccine ? "

Dr. Pratt-Johnson claims to have read my researches,
and if he will take the trouble to read them again more
carefully he will find the information for which he
asks. I will summarise my data briefly as follows :-

1. Immunity tests were carried out in four parallel
series of cases : (a) received no vaccine ; (b) received
small doses of gonococcal vaccine before detoxication ;
(c) received larger doses of gonococcal vaccine before
detoxication ; (d) received large doses of gonococcal
vaccine after detoxication. These four series com-
prised at least 200 cases and showed clearly by
immunity tests and by careful clinical observation by
an independent observer that the detoxicated vaccine
was much superior to the ordinary vaccine. The
animals tested in this research were human beings,
which give quite as reliable information as is obtain-
able from rats, mice, guinea-pigs, &c., vide, Thomson
and Lees (1919).1 Further confirmation of this work
has been published by Corbett and Osmond (1920),2 by
Fraser and Duncan (1920),3 by Lees (1921),4 by
Jenkins, Heywood, and others (1921).’’ b

2. Animal experiments which Dr. Pratt-Johnson
- calls for will be found in Vaughan’s work, " Protein
- Split Products " (1913), Lea and Febiger.

1 THE LANCET, June 28th. 2 Ibid., vol. ii., p. 346.
3 Ibid., Nov. 13th. 4 Brit. Med. Jour., June and Sept. 24th.

5 Brit. Med. Jour., June 11th, p. 846.

3. I gave details of careful experiments which
proved that large doses of antigen were better than
small doses in producing the formation of anti-
substances-vide, Thomson, D. and R. (1922),6 and,
further, I would call Dr. Pratt-Johnson’s attention to
the work of Balls and Korns (1918),’ who showed that
when red cells were treated with alkalis and acids in
a manner very similar to my detoxication process
their antigenic properties were not injured.

I do not wish to trespass further on your valuable
space, but would like to mention that I have experi-
mented much and read very widely on this matter,
and have an enormous mass of evidence at hand.
All this evidence is based on experimental work
by myself and others, whereas Dr. Pratt-Johnson’s
statements are apparently mere opinions.

I am, Sir, vours faithfully,
DAVID THOMSON.

Harley-street, London, W., Nov. 13th, 1922.

Medical News.
UNIVERSITY OF OXFORD.-The trustees of the late

Sir William Dunn have made an offer of jB100,000 for the
establishment of a School of Pathology to be known by his
name, on condition that a suitable site is provided by the
University, which must also make itself responsible per-
manently for financing a chair in pathology and a full teaching
staff. A further sum of &pound;3000 is offered for the conversion
of the present pathological department into a school of
pharmacology.
UNIVERSITY OF GLASGOw.-The following degrees

were conferred on Nov. 11th:-
M.D. (with commendation).-John Stewart, M.B., Ch.B.,

D.P.H. Thesis : A Clinical Study of the Action of Diphtheria
Toxin in Relation to Paralytic Phenomena.
M.B., Ch.B.-William Morison and George Jackson Muller.

UNIVERSITY OF DUBLIN, SCHOOL OF PHYSIC, TRINITY
COLLEGE.-At examinations held recently the following
candidates were successful :-

FINAL MEDICAL EXAMINATION.
Part I., Materia Medica and Th,erapeutics Medical Juris-

prudence and Hygiene; ; Pathology and Bacteriology.-
*Robert F. J. Henry, *Lewis C. Brough, *John R. Bradshaw,
and *Maynard A. Gerrard (equal), Gerrard A. Sloan, Alan J.
Mooney, John McClelland, and Evaline Elizabeth Mooney
(equal), Simon Wigoder, Desmond K. Lyons, Lucy M. Joly,
Wentworth A. Taylor, Roy K. Carson, and Richard L. G.
Proctor (equal), Henry Isaacson, Samuel E. Magowan,
Francis V. Duke, and Isaac J. Isaacson (equal), Dorothy J.
Booth, Philip B. Robinson, and Leslie M. Whitsitt (equal),
James S. Armstrong, Louis M. Bell, Solomon Narunsky,
William A. Redmond, Philip P. Van der Merwe, John E.
Stokes, Lucy E. R. Pigott, and Herbert W. Strong.

Materia Medica and 2’herapeuties; Medical Jurisprudence and
Hygiene (in completion).-William L. W. Smith.

Pathology and Bacteriology (in completion). - Samuel
McDermott, Gladys Weatherill, and Angel Valentine B.
Crawford.

Materia Medica and Therapeutics; Medical Jurisprudence
and Hygiene only.-John E. Beatty, John L. Levingston,
Christopher Lord-Flood, James Craig, and Pieter Coetzee
de Plessis.

Materia Medica and Therapeutics ; Pathology and Bacteriology
only.-James L. Marshall and Alexander Hawthorne.

Medical Jurisprudence and Hygiene; Pathology and Bacterio- -
logy only.-Paul Douglas Piel.

Medical Jurisprudence and Hygiene only.-Herbert Birney.
* Passed on high marks.

DIPLOMA IN GYN&AElig;COLOGY AND OBSTETRICS.
Hubert Sydney Jacobs.

’, UNIVERSITY OF SHEFFIELD.&mdash;The Council of the
University at its last meeting made the following appoint-
ments : Mr. G. H. Froggatt, L.D.S. Eng., to a lectureship
in dental surgery ; and Mr. C. T. Watson, L.D.S. Eng., to
the post of lecturer in orthodontics.
ROYAL COLLEGE OF SURGEONS OF ENGLAND.-An

ordinary Council meeting was held on Nov. 9th, Sir Anthony
Bowlby, the President, being in the chair.
On the election of Members of 20 years’ standing to the

Fellowship, under Section 5 of the Charter of 15th of Victoria,
Dr. Wilfred Thomason Grenfell was introduced, and after
signing the By-laws and making the required declaration
was admitted a Fellow of the College. A report was read
from the Court of Examiners respecting candidates found

6 Ibid., May 20th, p. 796.
7 Jour. of Immunology, Baltimore, vol. iii., p. 375.


